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1
SYSTEMS AND METHODS FOR HIGH-Z
THREAT ALARM RESOLUTION

CROSS-REFERENCE

The present application relies on U.S. Provisional Patent
Application No. 61/891,886, entitled “High-Z Threat Alarm
Resolution System and Method”, and filed on Oct. 16, 2013,
for priority, which is herein incorporated by reference in its
entirety.

The present application is also related to U.S. patent appli-
cation Ser. No. 14/104,625, entitled “Systems and Methods
for Automated, Rapid Detection of High-Atomic Number
Materials”, and filed on Dec. 12, 2013, which is a continua-
tion of U.S. patent application Ser. No. 12/780,910, of the
same title and filed on May 16, 2010 and now U.S. Pat. No.
8,633,823, issued on Jan. 21, 2014, which, in turn, relies on
U.S. Provisional Patent Application No. 61/178,945, filed on
May 16, 2009.

In addition, the present application is related to U.S. Pat.
Nos. 5,638,420, 6,567,496, 6,785,357,7,322,745,7,368,717,
and 7,526,064.

All of the above-mentioned patents and patent applications
are herein incorporated by reference in their entirety.

FIELD

This specification relates generally to systems for detecting
and confirming the presence of high atomic number (high-Z7)
threats, including shielded and un-shielded special nuclear
materials (SNM) and shielded radioactive sources. More par-
ticularly, this specification relates to a muon detection system
deployed as a second stage of cargo inspection and that uses
a plurality of threat sensitivity vectors determined from a first
stage of inspection to efficiently and effectively resolve threat
alarms.

BACKGROUND

It is a constant challenge to assess the contents of cargo
containers using non-intrusive methods. The desire to do so is
often fueled by the need to detect contraband and the threats
posed, for example, by nuclear weapons. There is a need,
therefore, to detect high-Z materials characteristic of shielded
radioactive sources and unshielded/shielded special nuclear
materials.

Radiation Portal Monitors (RPMs) can detect unshielded
or lightly shielded radioactive materials in lightly loaded
cargos. However, RPMs cannot detect radioactive sources
shielded by high-Z materials, or partially shielded radioactive
sources and Uranium-235 in medium-to-heavy cargo. High-
energy X-ray inspection systems are widely deployed to
detect general contraband and more recently, they have been
used to detect shielded and unshielded nuclear materials in
cargo.

Current research includes employing Muon Tomography
(MT) as a primary inspection system and method for detect-
ing special nuclear materials and shielded radioactive mate-
rials. A muon is a charged particle with a mass of 206 times
that of the electron with a charge of -1. It has a lifetime of
around 6 microseconds, which gives it just enough time to get
from the outer edge of the atmosphere, where they are created
due to interaction of very energetic protons which arrive at the
Earth after travelling billions of miles through deep space, to
the surface of the Earth where we can use them for imaging.

Muons are minimum ionizing particles—they lose a bit of
their energy by collision with atomic electrons. Thus, the

10

20

25

40

45

50

55

2

muon travels in a substantially forward direction after each
collision, but with a small deviation to the left or the right.
After very many collisions, the amplitude of the total deflec-
tion from the original direction increases, and this angle of
deflection is weakly dependent on the Z (atomic) number of
the materials through which the muon is travelling. By mea-
suring the direction of the muon entering a volume and the
direction of the muon as it exits the volume, we can draw a
line from the point of entrance in the correct direction into the
volume and the point of exit in the direction back into the
volume and the point of intersection between the two gives
the effective center of the scattering material.

However, for detection using Muon Tomography (MT) as
a primary inspection system, the throughput is low compared
to that for X-ray systems (few minutes vs. tens of seconds).
These systems require large detectors that extend the com-
plete object under inspection, which makes the systems
expensive and more complex. Also the systems do not pro-
vide high-resolution images used to detect general contra-
band by customs agencies.

Once a high-Z material is detected by a primary system,
there is a need to confirm whether the material is fissile. The
standard method used for confirmation is based on active
interrogation, namely using neutron and/or high-energy
sources to induce fission and array of gamma-ray and/or
neutrons detectors to detect the radiation emitted from the
fission process. However, these systems are complex, expen-
sive, and produce high radiation requiring either a large
exclusion zone or a shielded facility.

Therefore, there is a need for a secondary or second stage
low-cost system to confirm the presence of shielding and
nuclear materials with high confidence in a relatively short
time, and with a small exclusion zone compatible with port
environments, thereby enabling wide deployment.

SUMMARY

The following embodiments and aspects thereof are
described and illustrated in conjunction with systems, tools
and methods, which are meant to be exemplary and illustra-
tive, not limiting in scope.

The present specification discloses a second stage screen-
ing system to resolve a threat alarm detected in a cargo by a
first stage screening system, wherein said first stage screening
system generates threat sensitivity vectors, said second stage
system comprising: a first muon detector set placed above the
cargo to generate first muon information comprising a first
coordinate and an angle of incidence of incoming muons; a
second muon detector set placed below the cargo to generate
second muon information comprising an actual coordinate
and an actual angle of exit of the incoming muons; a detector
to measure a momentum of said incoming muons; and, a
processing unit, wherein said processing unit: receives threat
sensitivity vectors determined from the first stage; operates a
positioning system that positions a high-Z threat within the
cargo relative to said first and second muon detectors; and,
employs said first and second muon information and threat
sensitivity vectors to confirm a presence of high-Z materials.

The first stage may be a high energy X-ray cargo inspection
system.

The first and second muon detectors may be Thin Gap
Chamber (TGC) detectors or Thick Gas Electron Multiplier
(THGEM) detectors.

Optionally, the threat sensitivity vectors comprise: a num-
ber of suspected high-Z threats; an approximate shape and an
approximate size of said suspected high-Z threats; dimen-
sional information, density information, and approximate 7.
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distribution of the content of said cargo; and an area or a
volume of suspected high-Z threats along a path length of a
radiation beam employed for scanning said cargo in said first
stage.

Optionally, the positioning system comprises: a range sen-
sor to detect a position of the cargo relative to a center of said
first and second muon detectors; and an indicator to assist said
cargo in attaining said position. Optionally, the indicator
comprises at least one of: a traffic light where green indicates
a driver to continue moving, yellow to prepare to stop and red
to stop said cargo; and a digital display showing the distance
to stop said cargo.

Optionally, the positioning system comprises: a range sen-
sor to detect a position of said cargo relative to a center of said
first and second muon detectors; and a detector-positioning
system to assist said first and second muon detectors in attain-
ing said position.

The second muon detector may be placed inside a trench in
a ground below said cargo.

The cargo may be driven over a ramp wherein said second
muon detector is placed within the ramp.

The second muon detector may be sized to be placed in a
gap between the wheels of said cargo and two sets of muon
detectors may be placed on either side of said cargo. The
cargo may be raised over two ramps.

The second muon detector may be positioned vertically on
one side of said cargo and the second stage system may
further comprise a third muon detector positioned vertically
on the other side of said cargo. The second stage system may
further comprise at least two layers of fourth muon detectors
sized to be placed in a gap between wheels of said cargo. The
cargo may be raised over two ramps.

Optionally, said second muon detector has a different size
than said first muon detector.

Optionally, said first and second muon detectors comprise
at least two layers of detectors that are substantially parallel.
The at least two layers of first and second muon detectors may
be spaced at a distance ranging from approximately 50 mm to
500 mm.

The first and second muon detectors may have dimensions
within a range of approximately 2 mx3 m (length) to 3 mx4 m
(width). The first and second muon detectors may have
dimensions within a range of approximately 3 mx4 m
(length) to 3 mx4 m (width).

Optionally, the processor unit resolves the threat alarm by
restricting a muon scan data analysis to an area or volume of
said high-Z threat along a path length of a radiation beam
employed for scanning said cargo in said first stage.

Optionally, the processor unit uses an approximate 7, dis-
tribution and density of a content of said cargo to compensate
for the presence of cargo content in a vicinity of said high-Z
threat.

The first stage may be a radiation portal monitor.

The present specification also discloses a second stage
screening system to resolve a threat alarm detected in a cargo
by a first stage screening system, the second stage screening
system comprising: a first muon detector set placed above the
cargo to generate first muon threat information and first muon
no-threat information; a second muon detector set placed
below the cargo to generate second muon threat information
and second muon no-threat information; a detector to mea-
sure a momentum of said incoming muons; and a processing
unit, wherein said processing unit: receives threat sensitivity
vectors determined from the first stage; operates a positioning
system that centers a high-Z threat location within the cargo
relative to said first and second muon detectors to generate
said first and second muon threat information; operates the
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positioning system that centers a second location within the
cargo relative to said first and second muon detectors to
generate said first and second no-threat information, wherein
the second location has no high-Z threat but has density and Z
distribution similar to the high-Z threat location; and,
employs said first and second muon threat and no-threat infor-
mation and threat sensitivity vectors to confirm a presence of
high-Z threat.

Optionally, said first muon threat information comprises a
first coordinate and an angle of incidence of incoming muons
and said second muon threat information comprises an actual
coordinate and an actual angle of exit of the incoming muons.

Optionally, said first muon no-threat information com-
prises a first coordinate and an angle of incidence of incoming
muons and said second muon no-threat information com-
prises an actual coordinate and an actual angle of exit of the
incoming muons.

Optionally, the processing unit subtracts the first and sec-
ond muon no-threat information from the first and second
muon threat information to confirm the presence of high-Z
threat.

The first stage may be a high energy X-ray cargo inspection
system.

The first and second muon detectors may be Thin Gap
Chamber (TGC) detectors or Thick Gas Electron Multiplier
(THGEM) detectors.

Optionally, the threat sensitivity vectors comprise: a num-
ber of suspected high-Z threats; an approximate shape and an
approximate size of said suspected high-Z threats; dimen-
sional information, density information, and approximate 7.
distribution of the content of said cargo; and an area or a
volume of suspected high-Z threats along a path length of a
radiation beam employed for scanning said cargo in said first
stage.

Optionally, the positioning system comprises: a range sen-
sor to detect a position of the cargo relative to a center of said
first and second muon detectors; and an indicator to assist said
cargo in attaining said position. Optionally, the indicator
comprises at least one of: a traffic light where green indicates
a driver to continue moving, yellow to prepare to stop and red
to stop said cargo; and a digital display showing the distance
to stop said cargo.

Optionally, the positioning system comprises: a range sen-
sor to detect a position of said cargo relative to a center of said
first and second muon detectors; and a detector-positioning
system to assist said first and second muon detectors in attain-
ing said position.

The second muon detector may be placed inside a trench in
a ground below said cargo.

The cargo may be driven over a ramp wherein said second
muon detector is placed within the ramp.

The second muon detector may be sized to be placed in a
gap between the wheels of said cargo and two sets of muon
detectors may be placed on either side of said cargo. The
cargo may be raised over two ramps.

The second muon detector may be positioned vertically on
one side of said cargo and the second stage system may
further comprise a third muon detector positioned vertically
on the other side of said cargo. The second stage system may
further comprise at least two layers of fourth muon detectors
sized to be placed in a gap between wheels of said cargo. The
cargo may be raised over two ramps.

Optionally, said second muon detector has a different size
than said first muon detector.

Optionally, said first and second muon detectors comprise
at least two layers of detectors that are substantially parallel.
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The at least two layers of first and second muon detectors
may be spaced at a distance ranging from approximately 50
mm to 500 mm.

The first and second muon detectors may have dimensions
within a range of approximately 2 mx3 m (length) to 3 mx4 m
(width). The first and second muon detectors may have
dimensions within a range of approximately 3 mx4 m
(length) to 3 mx4 m (width).

Optionally, the processor unit resolves the threat alarm by
restricting a muon scan data analysis to an area or volume of
said high-Z threat along a path length of a radiation beam
employed for scanning said cargo in said first stage.

Optionally, the processor unit uses an approximate 7, dis-
tribution and density of a content of said cargo to compensate
for the presence of cargo content in a vicinity of said high-Z
threat.

The first stage may be a radiation portal monitor.

The first stage may comprise a single or multi-view x-ray
scanner.

The first stage may comprise a Radiation Portal Monitor
(RPM) comprising a plurality of radiation detectors that
detect radiation emitted by radioactive substances within the
cargo being inspected. Optionally, the radiation detectors are
oriented vertically in the form of a portal enabling cargo to
pass there between. The radiation detectors detect gamma,
neutron or a combination of gamma and neutron radiation.
Accordingly, the radiation detectors comprise plastic scintil-
lator detectors combined with neutron detector blocks, when
desired.

The aforementioned and other embodiments of the present
specification shall be described in greater depth in the draw-
ings and detailed description provided below.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

These and other features and advantages of the present
specification will be appreciated, as they become better
understood by reference to the following detailed description
when considered in connection with the accompanying draw-
ings, wherein:

FIG. 1A is a block diagram illustration of a cargo threat
detection and alarm resolution system of the present specifi-
cation;

FIG. 1B shows an embodiment of a first stage high energy
X-ray cargo inspection system;

FIG. 1C shows an embodiment of a Radiation Portal Moni-
tor (RPM) of the first stage inspection system;

FIG. 1D shows a first embodiment of a second stage muon
detection system;

FIG. 1E shows a second embodiment of the second stage
muon detection system;

FIG. 1F shows use of scattering layers to measure muon
momentum in accordance with an embodiment of the second
stage muon detection system;

FIG. 1G shows a third embodiment of the second stage
muon detection system;

FIG. 1H shows positioning of a cargo for the second stage
inspection in accordance with an embodiment;

FIG. 2A shows a fourth embodiment of the second stage
muon detection system;

FIG. 2B shows a fifth embodiment of the second stage
muon detection system;

FIG. 2C shows a sixth embodiment of the second stage
muon detection system;

FIG. 2D shows a seventh embodiment of the second stage
muon detection system;
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FIG. 2E shows an eighth embodiment of the second stage
muon detection system;

FIG. 3 is a flow chart illustrating a plurality of exemplary
steps of a threat alarm resolution method in accordance with
an embodiment; and

FIG. 4 is a flow chart illustrating a plurality of exemplary
steps of a threat alarm resolution method, in accordance with
another embodiment.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

For purposes of this specification, cargo refers to crates,
trucks, vehicles, land or sea containers, pallets and baggage.
In one embodiment, the present specification is directed
towards a contraband inspection system and method that effi-
ciently detects and resolves high-Z material alarms, such as,
but not limited to, special nuclear material(s) (SNM) (i.e.
uranium, plutonium) in an assembled nuclear device; at least
one separate quantity of SNM(s) intended for the eventual
assembly into a nuclear device; and, one of a number of
high-Z materials (e.g. tungsten, lead) typically used to shield
radioactive materials to prevent the emitted radiation from
being detected by the arrays of passive detectors that are
being placed into operation at a number of global ports of
entry. Examples of radiation-emitting threats include SNM
and radioactive isotopes that could be used in a radiological
dispersal device (i.e., “dirty bomb™).

The present specification is directed towards multiple
embodiments. The following disclosure is provided in order
to enable a person having ordinary skill in the art to practice
the invention. L.anguage used in this specification should not
be interpreted as a general disavowal of any one specific
embodiment or used to limit the claims beyond the meaning
of the terms used therein. The general principles defined
herein may be applied to other embodiments and applications
without departing from the spirit and scope of the invention.
Also, theterminology and phraseology used is for the purpose
of describing exemplary embodiments and should not be
considered limiting. Thus, the present specification is to be
accorded the widest scope encompassing numerous alterna-
tives, modifications and equivalents consistent with the prin-
ciples and features disclosed. For purpose of clarity, details
relating to technical material that is known in the technical
fields related to the invention have not been described in detail
s0 as not to unnecessarily obscure the present specification.

FIG. 1A is a block diagram illustration of a cargo threat
detection and alarm resolution system 100 in accordance with
an embodiment of the present specification. The system 100
comprises a muon tomography (MT)-based threat alarm reso-
Iution system 110 integrated, associated, linked or coupled
with a threat detection system 105. In some embodiments, the
threat detection system 105 is operated in a first stage. Insome
embodiments, the muon tomography system 110 is operated
in a second stage. Processor unit 115 uses the data collected
from the second stage 110 and the threat detection data from
the first stage 105 to confirm or clear a potential threat alarm
and to coordinate alignment of the identified threat areas with
reference to the second stage muon tomography system 110.
Monitor 120 displays a plurality of processed information
from the first stage 105 and/or second stage 110.

The first and second stages 105, 110 along with the pro-
cessor 115 and the monitor 120 are linked through a data
communication wired and/or wireless network 102. While in
one embodiment, the first and second stages 105, 110 are
co-located in another embodiment these are remotely located
from each other. When the two stages 105, 110 are placed
remotely or at a distance from one another the potential threat
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alarm scan data from the first stage 105 is communicated to
the remotely located second stage 110. Also, in some embodi-
ments, a cargo vehicle license plate or cargo 1D is read using
an Optical Character Recognition (OCR) or a similar identi-
fication system to allow for matching the cargo scan between
the two stages 105, 110.

Also, while FIG. 1A shows a single processing unit 115
linked to both stages 105, 110 in alternate embodiments the
two stages 105, 110 may have their respective processing
units that in turn are linked to each other through a wired
and/or wireless network for data communication.

In addition, one of ordinary skill in the art would appreciate
that the processing unit 115 comprises any computing plat-
form including, but not limited to: a laptop or tablet computer;
personal computer; personal data assistant; cell phone;
server; embedded processor; main-frame, DSP chip or spe-
cialized imaging device. The threat alarm resolution methods
of'the present specification are calibrated based on muon scan
measurements of a plurality of high-Z materials placed in a
plurality of locations within a variety of cargo content and for
a plurality of muon momentums. Additionally, the threat
alarm resolution methods described herein may be imple-
mented in programmatic code that can be compiled (either
pre-compiled or compiled “just-in-time”) into a single appli-
cation executing on a single computer, or distributed among
several different computers operating locally or remotely to
each other. It should further be appreciated that all of the
method steps disclosed herein, including any and all process-
ing or analytical functions, are implemented in such program-
matic code stored in a memory and executed on by at least one
processor in the computing platform.

In an embodiment, the first stage 105 comprises a high
energy X-ray cargo inspection system that scans cargo con-
tainers/vehicles at high throughput and determines/detects a
presence of areas suspected to contain high-Z materials,
including threats such as shielded and un-shielded special
nuclear materials (SNM) and radioactive materials. The first
stage 105 may employ single, dual or multi-energy, multi-
view radiographic imaging systems including those where
X-rays or gamma rays, neutrons and both neutrons and
X-rays or gamma rays are employed. An advantage of the
multi-view radiographic imaging systems is that such sys-
tems enable better localization of high-7Z threats thereby
improving detection at the second stage

FIG. 1B shows, in accordance with the first stage 105, a
cargo 125 being scanned by a high energy X-ray source 130
such that a fan beam of radiation 135 transmitted through the
cargo 125 is captured by detectors 140. In one embodiment,
the detectors 140 are oriented such that they form an L.-shape.
In one embodiment, the source 130 and detectors 140 are
stationary while the cargo 125 is made to move there between.
In an alternate embodiment, a scan vehicle with an [.-shaped
boom carries the source 130 with the detectors 140 mounted
on the boom. In this case, the scan vehicle is moved with
reference to the cargo 125, which remains stationary, for
inspection. The processor 115 (shown in FIG. 1A) imple-
ments an image processing and threat detection method that
processes radiographic scanned image data 126 obtained
from the detectors 140 to determine a presence of one or more
high-Z threats 145 within the cargo 125. The image process-
ing and threat detection method is calibrated based on mea-
surements of a plurality of high-Z materials placed in a plu-
rality of locations within a variety of cargo content. An
example first stage X-ray cargo inspection system and
method is described in US Publication No. 20100295689
which is herein incorporated by reference in its entirety.
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The cargo distribution is estimated employing the 2D
X-ray image 126 and making assumptions about the depth
position of the cargo. For dual-energy X-ray systems, the
approximate atomic number can also be inferred. Persons of
ordinary skill in the art should appreciate that an exact com-
position of cargo is not required to compensate for the scat-
tering of the cargo. Therefore, in most cases, these estimates
would suffice. For multi-view systems, the cargo estimates
are more accurate.

In accordance with an embodiment, the radiographic scan
data 126 is processed to extract threat sensitivity vectors such
as a) number of ‘suspected high-Z’ objects/threats, b) a plu-
rality of ‘suspected high-Z’ parameters such as position/loca-
tion along the path length of the beam 135, suspected shape,
size and ¢) a plurality of cargo content parameters such as
dimensions, density and approximate density and Z distribu-
tion of the cargo content in the vicinity of the ‘suspected
high-7" areas/objects.

Referring back to FIG. 1A, the second stage 110 comprises
a passive cosmic-ray muon detection system. Penetrating
cosmic-ray muons are a natural radiation background. When
they travel through a material, muons deviate from their origi-
nal trajectory, the extent of the effect depending on the mate-
rial atomic number Z and thickness, and on the muon particle
momentum.

In one embodiment, the first stage 105 comprises a Radia-
tion Portal Monitor (RPM) comprising a plurality of radiation
detectors that detect radiation emitted by radioactive sub-
stances within the cargo being inspected. FIG. 1C shows a
Radiation Portal Monitor 175 wherein the cargo 125 is being
scanned by detectors 140. In one embodiment, the detectors
140 are oriented vertically in the form of a portal enabling the
cargo 125 to pass there between. The detectors 140 detect
gamma, neutron or a combination of gamma and neutron
radiation. Accordingly, the detectors 140 comprise gamma-
ray detectors combined with neutron detector blocks, when
desired. Example Radiation Portal Monitors include TSA
TMS850 and TSA VM250 by Rapiscan Systems Inc. The
processor 115 (shown in FIG. 1A) implements an image
processing and threat detection method that processes radia-
tion scan data obtained from the detectors 140 to determine
the presence of special nuclear material 145 within the cargo
125.

FIG. 1D shows the second stage 110 wherein a single layer
muon detector or at least two layers of substantially parallel
muon detectors 150 separated by a distance ‘d.”, such as that
ranging from approximately 50 mm to 500 mm, and prefer-
ably 400 mm, are placed on top of the cargo 125 to detect a
direction or angle of incidence of incident muons 155. An
additional single layer muon detector or at least two addi-
tional layers of substantially parallel muon detectors 160 are
placed below the cargo 125 to detect a muon scattering angle
or an angle of exit of the scattered muons 156. In one embodi-
ment the dimensions of the detectors ranges from approxi-
mately 2 mx3 m (length) to 3 mx4 m (width) so as to enable
capturing incident and scattered muons. In other embodi-
ments, where the first stage 105 comprises a Radiation Portal
Monitor (as shown in FIG. 1C), the dimensions of the detector
150, 160 ranges from approximately 3 mx4 m (length) to 3
mx4 m (width). In a preferred embodiment, the muon detec-
tors are Thin Gap Chamber (TGC) detectors or Thick Gas
Electron Multiplier (THGEM). However, in various alternate
embodiments other types of detectors can be used, such as for
example—cylindrical proportional counters with pulse shape
discriminating readout to maximize spatial resolution. In one
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embodiment, the bottom detectors 160 are placed inside a
trench 165 dug in the ground. This embodiment is useful for
fixed second stage sites.

FIG. 1E shows another embodiment, where the cargo 125,
comprising a ‘suspected high-Z’ threat area 146, is driven
over a ramp 170 with the detectors 160 placed inside the ramp
170 and with detectors 150 at the top. This embodiment is
more suitable when a trench is not desired due to reasons such
as low water table, need for a relocatable system, cost, etc.
FIG. 1G shows yet another embodiment where the lower
detectors 160 are smaller to reduce cost and reduce installa-
tion requirements.

The number and orientation of the muon detectors can vary
in accordance with a plurality of embodiments. For example,
in one embodiment shown in FIG. 2A two muon detectors
250 are placed horizontally at the top while small muon
detector layers 260 are placed in the gap between the wheels
of'the cargo 225. Inthis case the distance between the detector
layers 260 is less thereby reducing the angular resolution.
FIG. 2B shows an improved embodiment wherein apart from
using the top detectors 250, two low-height ramps 270 (ap-
proximately 20 cm to 50 cm in height) are used to raise the
cargo vehicle 225 to allow the required spacing between the
layers of the bottom detectors 260. These ramps are made for
example, of aluminum honeycomb, to reduce weight and
facilitate relocation. In one embodiment, the top muon detec-
tors 250 are mounted on a horizontal boom of a muon scan-
ning vehicle. In an additional embodiment, as shown in FIG.
2B, two sets of detectors 240 are additionally placed on each
side of the cargo vehicle 225 to increase the detection effi-
ciency. The advantage of the embodiments shown in FIGS.
2A and 2B is a reduction of site modifications, with some
increase of scan time due to a loss of efficiency.

FIG. 2C shows another embodiment where apart from the
top horizontal muon detectors 250 additional muon detectors
265a,265b are placed vertically at both sides of the cargo 225.
In an embodiment, the vertical detector 2654 is installed on a
side of a muon scanning vehicle while the detectors 250 and
265b are mounted on a horizontal and vertical boom of the
scanning vehicle. Alternatively, the detectors 250, 2654, 2655
are mounted on a mobile gantry. Improved muon detection
efficiency is achieved if apart from the detectors 250, 2654,
265b—small muon detectors 275 are additionally placed in
the gap between the wheels of the cargo 225, as shown in FIG.
2D. However, in this case the distance between the detector
layers 275 is less thereby reducing the angular resolution.
Therefore, in an alternate embodiment, two low-height ramps
280 (approximately 20 cm to 50 cm in height) are used to raise
the cargo 225 and allow the required spacing between the
layers of the detectors 275 as shown in FIG. 2E. The configu-
ration of detectors 250, 2654, 2655 remains same across the
embodiments of FIGS. 2C, 2D and 2E.

Referring back to FIG. 1D, the threat sensitivity vectors
(from the first stage 105) are utilized advantageously by the
second stage 110 to efficiently and effectively resolve threat
alarms. For example, the number and position of ‘suspected
high-7’ threats (of the threat sensitivity vectors) are used to
move and position the cargo 125 in such a way that the
‘suspected high-7” threat 145 (within the threat area/volume
146) is centered at the detectors 150 and 160, at which time a
stationary and passive muon scan is performed. If there are
more than one ‘suspected high-Z’ threat areas, the above
process of threat area alignment with reference to the detec-
tors 150, 160, is repeated. If some or all of the suspected
threats are grouped close to each other (such as being less than
0.5 m apart), the detectors 150, 160 are centered at the
approximate center of the suspected threats. In one embodi-
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ment, the processor 115, shown in FIG. 1A, uses the threat
sensitivity vectors to coordinate the operation of a cargo
positioning system to enable proper alignment of the ‘sus-
pected high-Z’ threat areas 146 within the cargo 125 with
reference to the detectors 150, 160.

The cargo positioning system, in one embodiment, com-
prises a range sensor that detects the position of the cargo 125
relative to the center of the muon detectors 150, 160. Using
the position of the ‘suspected high-Z’ threat 145 (within the
threat area/volume 146) obtained from the primary system/
first stage 105, an indicator notifies the cargo vehicle driver to
stop the cargo where the ‘suspected high-Z’ alarming threat
area(s) is at the approximate center of the muon detectors. In
one embodiment, the indicator comprises a traffic light where
green indicates to continue moving, yellow to prepare to stop
and red to stop. The indicator may also include a digital
display that shows the cargo driver the distance to stop. FIG.
1H shows, according to an example, the positioning of the
cargo 125 when the first stage 105 provides three dimensional
(3D) localization information of the ‘suspected high-Z’ threat
145. In addition to locating the plane 147 of the threat 145 at
the center of the muon detectors 150, 160 (detector 160 being
located in a trench 165 in accordance with the embodiment of
FIG. 1D) in the direction of motion, the cargo 125 is also
positioned in such a way that the threat 145 is centered later-
ally with reference to the muon detectors 150, 160.

Unlike active interrogation systems, the muon-based
detection system being passive enables the cargo driver to
stay on the truck, reducing the overhead time to have the
driver get off and back on, thereby obviating a need for
mechanical systems to move the cargo/container.

In another embodiment, the cargo is stationary and the
detectors are moved to be centered at the location of the
suspect threat/object. In this embodiment the detectors are
housed in a truck ramp to enable appropriate positioning
relative to the suspected threat location.

The first muon detectors 150 measure the muon incidence
angle and muon incidence coordinate while the second muon
detectors 160 measure the actual muon exit angle and muon
exit coordinate. In addition to the Z of the materials, the muon
deflection/scatter angles also depend on the momentum of'the
incoming muons, with low-energy muons (e.g. <1 GeV) gen-
erating larger deflection/scatter angles than the high-energy
muons. Therefore, a measurement of the muon momentum
reduces the Z uncertainty. In one embodiment, the low energy
muon momentum is also determined by measuring the muon
velocity derived from the distance and time of flight between
the upper and lower detectors 150, 160.

Another possibility to measure the momentum of the muon
is to add scattering layers below the lower detectors 160. As
illustrated in FIG. 1F, each scattering layer is built from a
layer of lead 166 attached to the muon detector layer above
160a, an empty space 1605 (e.g. 25 cm) and another detector
layer 160c. The number of scattering layers and the amount of
lead define the range and accuracy of the momentum mea-
surements possible with such a detector [as described in L.
Shultz, Ph.D. thesis, Portland State University, 2003]. It
should be appreciated that the use of scattering layers can be
implemented as part of the trench (of FIG. 1D) or the ramp (as
shown in FIG. 1F). The empty space 1605 between the scat-
tering layer and the detector 160c¢ positioned below it can be
increased to allow the use of detectors with lower spatial
resolution.

The processor 115, shown in FIG. 1A, implements a threat
alarm resolution method of the present specification that, in
one embodiment, uses the coordinate and incidence angle
parameters for each muon measured at the top detector layers
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150 to calculate the expected muon coordinate and exit angle
parameters at the bottom detector layers 160. A distribution of
the deflection/scatter angles, calculated according to the mea-
surements of the actual incident and exit angles, are compared
with the expected parameters. If the deviation between the
actual and expected parameters is greater than or equal to a
predetermined threshold scattering angle then the second
stage 110 confirms the threat alarm determined by the first
stage 105 and an audio/visual alarm is generated. However, if
the deviation between the actual and expected parameters is
below the predetermined threshold then the second stage 110
clears the threat alarm. In one embodiment, the predeter-
mined threshold scattering angle ranges from 1 to 100 mil-
liradian. In other embodiments, if the deflection/scattering
angle distribution has an excess of large angle scattering
events, then the second stage 110 confirms the threat alarm
determined by the first stage 105. Also, alternate embodi-
ments use reconstruction algorithms such as, but not limited
to, point of closest approach (POCA) or expectation maximi-
zation (EM) to determine the point(s) of muon interaction
within the cargo and angle(s) of deflection/scatter. POCA
takes the muon’s entry and exit coordinates, constructs the
entry and exit trajectory, then calculates the line of shortest
distance between them and the midpoint of that line is taken
to be where scattering took place. This point is given the name
POCA point. EM reconstruction uses an iterative method. It
takes both scattering angle and linear deviation as input. Then
it distributes the scattering location along the POCA track and
thereafter determines the maximum likelihood of scattering
over voxels.

One of the issues for detecting high-Z materials in cargo is
that cargo materials could be dense and occupy a large vol-
ume of the cargo container. This results in many small-angle
scatters that could be confused with high-Z materials in a
lightly loaded cargo. Also, the high-Z materials located at
different parts of the cargo result in different muon scatter
responses. Therefore, itis highly desirable to have knowledge
of the cargo material and distribution, and approximate loca-
tion of the high-Z materials to compensate for the issues
related to cargo material and distribution.

In an embodiment that addresses these issues, the threat
alarm resolution method of the present specification addition-
ally utilizes the threat sensitivity vectors of the first stage 105
by a) correlating the ‘suspected high-Z’ parameters such as
position/location, shape and size determined in the first stage
105 with the muon scan data in the second stage 110 and b)
building a reference for distribution of muon deflections by
employing the cargo content parameters such as dimensions,
density and approximate Z distribution of the cargo content in
the vicinity of the ‘suspected high-Z’ areas/objects. Persons
of ordinary skill in the art would appreciate that in prior art
primary muon measurement systems, the image reconstruc-
tion is performed to determine the location of the high-Z
materials within the complete volume of the cargo. However,
in the threat alarm resolution method of the present specifi-
cation, the volume to analyze (or the muon scan data to be
analyzed) is only the one along the path length of the beam.
Also, the X-ray scan image provides useful information about
the cargo density and atomic-number (7) distribution that is
used to compensate for the presence of neighboring material.
Thus, in this embodiment apart from using the deviation of
actual and expected parameters to resolve threat alarms, the
threat alarm resolution method of the present specification
utilizes the threat sensitivity vectors of the first stage 105 to
further improve robustness and effectiveness of the threat
alarm resolution thereby reducing false positive alarm rates.
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Accordingly, in one embodiment, the muon measurements
(that is, the muon incidence angle and the muon incidence
coordinate of an incoming muon at the first muon detectors
150 and the actual muon exit angle and the mount exit coor-
dinate of the incoming muon at the second muon detectors
160) are performed at a first and a second location. The first
location corresponds to the ‘suspected high-7Z’ threat 145
while the second location is taken (different from the first
location) where there is cargo similar to the cargo around the
‘suspected high-7’ threat 145 but without the threat. The
muon results at the second location, without the threat, are
used to compensate for the cargo scattering. In addition, the
constraint consisting of the threat location along the path of
the radiation is used to improve detection.

A plurality of methods can be used to derive threat alarms
from the muon measurements. FIG. 3 is a flow chart illustrat-
ing a plurality of exemplary steps of a threat alarm resolution
method, in accordance with an embodiment, implemented by
atleast one processor in data communication with a first stage
threat detection system and a second stage muon threat alarm
resolution system. At step 305, a plurality of threat sensitivity
vectors, with reference to a cargo under inspection, are
received from the first stage threat detection system. The
plurality of threat sensitivity vectors comprise data such as,
but not limited to, a) number of ‘suspected high-Z’ objects/
threats in the cargo, b) a plurality of ‘suspected high-7’
parameters such as position/location, suspected area/volume,
shape, size and ¢) a plurality of cargo content parameters such
as dimensions, density and approximate density and Z distri-
bution of the cargo content in the vicinity of the ‘suspected
high-7" areas/objects. The plurality of threat sensitivity vec-
tors are utilized, at step 315, to align the ‘suspected high-7’
threat areas (within the cargo) with reference to a first and
second muon detectors placed above and below the cargo,
respectively, in the second stage muon threat alarm resolution
system.

Thereafter, at step 325, a first coordinate and an angle of
incidence of an incoming muon are detected at the first muon
detectors. At step 335, the first coordinate and angle of inci-
dence are used to calculate an expected/estimated second
coordinate and an expected/estimated angle of exit of the
incoming muon at the second muon detectors. In one embodi-
ment, a momentum of the incoming muon is used as a filter to
improve an accuracy of the expected/estimated second coor-
dinate and angle of exit of the incoming muon. Next, an actual
coordinate and an actual angle of exit of the incoming muon
are detected at the second muon detectors, at step 345. Now,
at step 355, a deviation (that is, an angle of deflection/scatter)
of'the actual coordinate and actual angle of exit with reference
to the expected/estimated coordinate and expected angle of
exit is calculated. In accordance with an embodiment, a sta-
tistical distribution of the deviations for a plurality of incom-
ing muons is determined (also referred to as ‘deviation dis-
tribution’). It should be appreciated that alternate
embodiments use reconstruction algorithms such as point of
closest approach (POCA) or expectation maximization (EM)
to determine the point(s) of muon interaction within the cargo
and angle(s) of deflection/scatter (that is, the deviation of the
actual angle of exit with reference to the expected/estimated
angle of exit of the muons).

Inanother embodiment, apart from performing steps 315 to
355 corresponding to ‘suspected high-Z threat” areas (within
the cargo), steps 315 to 355 are repeated for at least one
second location (different from the ‘suspected high-Z threat’
areas) where there is cargo similar (in terms of density and Z
distribution) to the cargo around the ‘suspected high-7 threat
but without the threat. In other words, step 315 is repeated to
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have the atleast one second location aligned with reference to
the first and second muon detectors. Thereafter, steps 325 to
355 are also repeated to generate muon information corre-
sponding to the second location. In this embodiment, the
muon information (that is, a first coordinate and an angle of
incidence of an incoming muon at the first muon detectors and
an actual coordinate and an actual angle of exit of the incom-
ing muon at the second muon detectors) at the second loca-
tion, without the threat, is used to compensate for cargo
scattering.

At step 365, if the deviation (or the statistical distribution
thereof) is greater than or equal to a predetermined threshold
then the ‘suspected high-Z’ threat is confirmed. On the other
hand, if the deviation (or the statistical distribution thereof) is
below the predetermined threshold then, at step 375, the
‘suspected high-Z’ threat is cleared. In an alternate embodi-
ment, if the deviation or a distribution of the angles of deflec-
tion/scatter has an excess of large angle scattering events,
then the ‘suspected high-Z’ threat is confirmed.

FIG. 4 is a flow chart illustrating a plurality of exemplary
steps of a threat alarm resolution method, in accordance with
various other embodiments, implemented by at least one pro-
cessor in data communication with the first stage threat detec-
tion system and the second stage muon threat alarm resolu-
tion system. As in the method of FIG. 3, a plurality of threat
sensitivity vectors are obtained from the first stage threat
detection system, at step 400. At step 410, the threat sensitiv-
ity vectors are advantageously utilized to align the muon
detectors with reference to the suspected high-Z threats, in the
second stage muon threat alarm resolution system. Thereaf-
ter, at step 420 the locations/coordinates and directions of the
muons are recorded upon entering and leaving a scanned
volume, along with any measurements of the muon momen-
tum.

In one embodiment, aimed at detecting compact threats, a
3D scattering density map is reconstructed at step 430,
wherein scattering density is defined as the mean square
scattering expected for muons of some nominal momentum
per unit depth. In a preferred embodiment, the 3D scattering
density map is binned uniformly in each dimension, yielding
3D “voxels”, each with its own (average) scattering density.
In some cases a 2D scattering density map is preferred, which
is then built up of 2D pixels. A simplified statistical model of
cosmic muons and their interaction with the materials within
the scanned volume is used to find the most likely scattering
density map (also known as the solution of maximal likeli-
hood). However the model used in prior art may be too sim-
plistic for “medium-heavy cargo”, which both makes the
solution of the simplified model less useful and makes it
harder to converge to this solution. Also, a typical cargo slows
down a muon by 0.5-1.5 GeV, depending on the content of the
cargo in the suspected region identified by the first stage.

Therefore, the present invention utilizes 2D and/or 3D
mass density maps obtained, at step 405, from the first stage
threat detection system. The average mass density and the
average scattering density can vary independently. Thus the
measured mass-density cannot be used as direct indication of
the scattering-density. From the mass density maps obtained
at step 405 and the muon momentum measurements obtained
at step 420, the expected energy loss of the muon is calculated
as the muon traverses the scanned volume. At step 425, the
expected energy loss is then used to calculate the expected
muon momentum at each point along its path/trajectory. The
expected muon momentum is thereafter incorporated in the
statistical model which is used to reconstruct the scattering
density map at step 430.
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Another utilization of the mass density map (obtained at
step 405) is at step 415 to identify regions where the mass
density is particularly low, e.g. similar to that of air. This
implies that the scattering density in such identified regions is
also particularly low, and this information is then incorpo-
rated in the statistical model used to find the scattering density
map at step 430. Such scenarios of particularly low mass
density are common in medium-heavy cargo which is often
packed at the bottom of the cargo, leaving the top of the
scanned volume empty.

Yet another utilization of the mass density map (obtained at
step 405) is at step 435 to identify a candidate scattering
density map, which serves as a starting seed for reconstruct-
ing/solving the statistical inference model/problem of step
430. An identified starting seed reduces computing time and
increases the reliability of converging to a correct statistical
inference solution. It is also advantageous to reframe the
statistical inference problem in terms of deviations from, or
ratio to, the candidate scattering density map. A preferred
approach to identification of the candidate scattering density
map is via a database of cargos whose mass and scattering
densities have been measured in controlled conditions. Alter-
natively, the candidate scattering density map can be calcu-
lated from the mass density map.

As the location of threat is not expected to align with the
voxels, a threat will typically increase the densities measured
in several adjacent voxels. Such local deviations can be iden-
tified, at step 440, by summing up and filtering adjacent
voxels. Both the scattering density map and these local devia-
tions are then inspected visually, at step 450, and an alarm is
automatically raised at step 465 based on the statistical sig-
nificance of the local deviations or, possibly in cooperation
with the operator, the cargo is cleared at step 460 in case the
local deviations are found to be statistically insignificant.

The mass density maps obtained at step 405 can also be
used independently of any mapping. In one embodiment a
distribution of an observable, such as the scattering angle or
the number of outgoing muons (from step 420), is tracked for
a specific class of muons, for example those with a low
scattering deflection (from step 420), and compared to a
reference distribution. The reference distribution is derived,
at step 445, from a database using the measured mass density
map to identify similar cargos. At step 455, the deviations in
selected distributions are quantified and used to automatically
raise an alarm (at step 465) or, possibly in cooperation with
the operator, to clear the cargo (at step 460).

The above examples are merely illustrative of the many
applications of the system of present invention. Although
only a few embodiments of the present invention have been
described herein, it should be understood that the present
invention might be embodied in many other specific forms
without departing from the spirit or scope of the invention.
Therefore, the present examples and embodiments are to be
considered as illustrative and not restrictive, and the invention
may be modified within the scope of the appended claims.

We claim:

1. A second stage screening system to resolve a threat
alarm detected in a cargo by a first stage screening system,
wherein said first stage screening system generates threat
sensitivity vectors, said second stage system comprising:

a first muon detector set placed above the cargo to generate
first muon information comprising a first coordinate and
an angle of incidence of incoming muons;

a second muon detector set placed below the cargo to
generate second muon information comprising an actual
coordinate and an actual angle of exit of the incoming
muons;
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a detector to measure a momentum of said incoming

muons; and,

a processing unit, wherein said processing unit:

receives threat sensitivity vectors determined from the
first stage;

operates a positioning system that positions a high-Z
threat within the cargo relative to said first and second
muon detectors;

employs said first and second muon information and
threat sensitivity vectors to confirm a presence of
high-7Z materials; and

uses an approximate 7 distribution and density of a
content of said cargo to compensate for a presence of
cargo content in a vicinity of said high-Z threat.

2. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein said first
and second muon detectors are Thin Gap Chamber (TGC)
detectors.

3. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein said first
and second muon detectors are Thick Gas Electron Multiplier
(THGEM) detectors.

4. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein said threat
sensitivity vectors comprise:

a number of suspected high-Z threats;

an approximate shape and an approximate size of said

suspected high-Z threats;

dimensional information, density information, and
approximate Z distribution of the content of said cargo;
and

an area or a volume of suspected high-Z threats along a
path length of a radiation beam employed for scanning
said cargo in said first stage.

5. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein the posi-

tioning system comprises:

a range sensor to detect a position of the cargo relative to a
center of said first and second muon detectors; and

an indicator to assist said cargo in attaining said position.

6. The second stage system of claim 5, wherein said indi-
cator comprises at least one of:

a traffic light where green indicates a driver to continue
moving, yellow to prepare to stop and red to stop said
cargo; and

a digital display showing the distance to stop said cargo.

7. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein the posi-
tioning system comprises:

a range sensor to detect a position of said cargo relative to

a center of said first and second muon detectors; and

a detector-positioning system to assist said first and second
muon detectors in attaining said position.

8. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein said second
muon detector is placed inside a trench in a ground below said
cargo.

9. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein said cargo
is driven over a ramp and wherein said second muon detector
is placed within the ramp.

10. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein said
second muon detector is sized to be placed in a gap between
the wheels of said cargo and two sets of muon detectors are
placed on either side of said cargo.

11. The second stage system of claim 10, wherein said
cargo is raised over two ramps.

12. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein said
second muon detector is positioned vertically on one side of
said cargo and further comprising a third muon detector posi-
tioned vertically on the other side of said cargo.

13. The second stage system of claim 12, further compris-
ing at least two layers of fourth muon detectors sized to be
placed in a gap between wheels of said cargo.
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14. The second stage system of claim 12, wherein said
cargo is raised over two ramps.
15. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein said
second muon detector has a different size than said first muon
detector.
16. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein said first
and second muon detectors comprise at least two layers of
detectors that are parallel.
17. The second stage system of claim 16, wherein said at
least two layers of first and second muon detectors are spaced
at a distance ranging from approximately 50 mm to 500 mm.
18. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein said first
and second muon detectors have dimensions within a range of
approximately 2 mx3 m (length) to 3 mx4 m (width).
19. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein said first
and second muon detectors have dimensions within a range of
approximately 3 mx4 m (length) to 3 mx4 m (width).
20. The second stage system of claim 1, wherein said
processor unit resolves the threat alarm by restricting a muon
scan data analysis to an area or volume of said high-Z threat
along a path length of a radiation beam employed for scan-
ning said cargo in said first stage.
21. The second stage of claim 1, wherein said first stage is
a radiation portal monitor.
22. A second stage screening system to resolve a threat
alarm detected in a cargo by a first stage screening system, the
second stage screening system comprising:
a first muon detector set placed above the cargo to generate
first muon threat information and first muon no-threat
information;
a second muon detector set placed below the cargo to
generate second muon threat information and second
muon no-threat information;
a detector to measure a momentum of said incoming
muons; and
a processing unit, wherein said processing unit:
receives threat sensitivity vectors determined from the
first stage;

operates a positioning system that centers a high-Z
threat location within the cargo relative to said first
and second muon detectors to generate said first and
second muon threat information;

operates the positioning system that centers a second
location within the cargo relative to said first and
second muon detectors to generate said first and sec-
ond no-threat information, wherein the second loca-
tion has no high-Z threat but has density and Z distri-
bution similar to the high-Z threat location; and,

employs said first and second muon threat and no-threat
information and threat sensitivity vectors to confirm a
presence of high-Z threat.

23. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said first
muon threat information comprises a first coordinate and an
angle of incidence of incoming muons and wherein said sec-
ond muon threat information comprises an actual coordinate
and an actual angle of exit of the incoming muons.

24. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said first
muon no-threat information comprises a first coordinate and
an angle of incidence of incoming muons and wherein said
second muon no-threat information comprises an actual coor-
dinate and an actual angle of exit of the incoming muons.

25. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein the
processing unit subtracts the first and second muon no-threat
information from the first and second muon threat informa-
tion to confirm the presence of high-Z threat.
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26. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said first
and second muon detectors are Thin Gap Chamber (TGC)
detectors.

27. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said first
and second muon detectors are Thick Gas Electron Multiplier
(THGEM) detectors.

28. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said
threat sensitivity vectors comprise:

a number of suspected high-Z threats;

an approximate shape and an approximate size of said

suspected high-Z threats;

dimensional information, density information, and
approximate Z distribution of the content of said cargo;
and

an area or a volume of suspected high-Z threats along a
path length of a radiation beam employed for scanning
said cargo in said first stage.

29. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein the

positioning system comprises:

a range sensor to detect a position of the cargo relative to a
center of said first and second muon detectors; and

an indicator to assist said cargo in attaining said position.

30. The second stage system of claim 29, wherein said
indicator comprises at least one of:

a traffic light where green indicates a driver to continue
moving, yellow to prepare to stop and red to stop said
cargo; and

a digital display showing the distance to stop said cargo.

31. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein the
positioning system comprises:

a range sensor to detect a position of said cargo relative to

a center of said first and second muon detectors; and

a detector-positioning system to assist said first and second
muon detectors in attaining said position.

32. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said
second muon detector is placed inside a trench in a ground
below said cargo.

33. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said
cargo is driven over a ramp and wherein said second muon
detector is placed within the ramp.

34. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said
second muon detector is sized to be placed in a gap between
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the wheels of said cargo and two sets of muon detectors are
placed on either side of said cargo.

35. The second stage system of claim 34, wherein said
cargo is raised over two ramps.

36. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said
second muon detector is positioned vertically on one side of
said cargo and further comprising a third muon detector posi-
tioned vertically on the other side of said cargo.

37. The second stage system of claim 36, further compris-
ing at least two layers of fourth muon detectors sized to be
placed in a gap between wheels of said cargo.

38. The second stage system of claim 36, wherein said
cargo is raised over two ramps.

39. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said
second muon detector has a different size than said first muon
detector.

40. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said first
and second muon detectors comprise at least two layers of
detectors that are parallel.

41. The second stage system of claim 40, wherein said at
least two layers of first and second muon detectors are spaced
at a distance ranging from approximately 50 mm to 500 mm.

42. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said first
and second muon detectors have dimensions within a range of
approximately 2 mx3 m (length) to 3 mx4 m (width).

43. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said first
and second muon detectors have dimensions within a range of
approximately 3 mx4 m (length) to 3 mx4 m (width).

44. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said
processor unit resolves the threat alarm by restricting a muon
scan data analysis to an area or volume of said high-Z threat
along a path length of a radiation beam employed for scan-
ning said cargo in said first stage.

45. The second stage system of claim 22, wherein said
processor unit uses an approximate Z distribution and density
of'a content of said cargo to compensate for the presence of
cargo content in a vicinity of said high-Z threat.

46. The second stage of claim 22, wherein said first stage is
a radiation portal monitor.
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